
8) FEMA
FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

EAST WARB TECHNOLOGY CENTER RELOCATION PROJECT
GULFPORT, HARRISON COUNTY,MISSISSIPPI

FEMA-I604-DR-MS

The Gulfport ~hool Distru:t hu applied to the Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA) for assisl8nCe with a relocation projed for the East Ward Technology Calter in
Gutfpoft. Harrison COUDIy.Mississippi. On August 29, 2005, Hurricane KMrina's ~corm
surge SlJ\'erelydamapd the Gulfport School DiSlric"s East Ward Community Eduution
and Technology Support ~ice Center (Center) in Gulfport. Mi5,iuippi. The Center.
located at 1525 Thornton Avenue in Gulfport. was utilized as the Distri~t's QOR1putcr
tcchnoloa;)' hub and the communicy education c;;enteI".Dunaacs to the Center mot FEMA's
repair/rcpla.;emcol ratio for the demolition and replacement of the ~turc. FEMA
proposes to provide assisUlincefor this project through the Public As~istanu Proarun (PA)
under Presidential Disetcr D.:c1aratioDfEMA- 1604-DR-MS.

In acc;;ordancewith 44 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) for fEMA. Subpart B. Agency
Implementing Proccdun:s. Part 10.9, an Environmental Assessment (EA) wu prepated
punuant to Section 102 of the Narional En\'uOGmeOw Policy Act lNEPA) of 1969, a...
implemented by the reguJations promulpted by the ~idem'!J Council 00 En\'iron.mental
Quality (40 CFR Part!! I500-' ~O8). The purpose of the EA is to anaIyz the potentia!
environmental impacts of th~ ~Iocation pmject. and to determine wbether to prepare an
F.av;ronmental Impact Statement (EIS) or 8 Fit'ldins of No Significant Impact (FONSI). In
the EA process. FEMA coasidered two alternatives, the No Action AItern.1Kiveand the
Proposed Action Attemanve.

The Proposed Action Alternative would relocate the f&cilifyoutsi~ the adviliOl)'besc flood
ele..ation (ABFE) rone md construct a new Technology Center and parkinllot 00 &0.83-
acre parcel 1oc:aIedSf 20 '4 Pus Road in Gulfpot1. An mdditiOllAIpadin. lot would be
constnlCled on 811adj8CC11tO,34-8crc~I LOC8ICdon 2'- A\IC11tte.The proposed proje~t
site is approximatdyO.8CJmile northwestof the existingTcdmologyCena. The District
intends to constrVl..'1a new 21,OOO-squarc-foot.2-story buildin, on the southern portion of
Ibc O.83-acrc parcel of the proposed project site.

This proposed project as described in the EA was evalU8lCdfor an)' potential ~ianifliCant
ad\'enc impacts to existinJ land WIC,w8t.ef~es (sllrf.:C \\-Iter, groundwater, walen
of the United States. and fJoudplains). lliequalit), noise. bioloskal resoW'Cfi(veaetation.
fi!lh and wildlife. State and FederaJl)'-listed threa(ened or endangered species and critical
habitat), and culruml~. II was also evaluated far way and h.a7.ardousmaterial~
iS31"UCSa5 wcll as (or disproponionatel)' higtland IW'"erset:ffects on minority or low Inrome
JK'Ipulations.
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FINDINGS

Based 00 input and consultations 'llfith Fcdcnd and State resource qencics. and other
tdcntificd sources documented in the attached F.A and in I(cordan~ 'Aliththe ~lIlonal
F.nviroruncntal Polic)' Act FE~1A regulali()D~ (44 CFR Part 10) for en" iroruncntaJ
considerations. and executive orders on f1aodpiain!\(F.o 11(11), wetland~ (EO 11m) and
em.-irnnmental ju.tUice(EO t2198), FEMA has found that ~ proposed project with the
prescribed mitigation measures as definrd m the EA will ha"'e no iign"lcant imput on the
"alUral or human eftvironment. As a resuh ofrhis Finding of No SlgnifteaIlt Impact, an EIS
will nOCbe prcpand and the proposed project with prti(:ribed oonditi()ns 1M)'proceed. If a
chanp in the 5COpeof wort ~curs. the State and FEMA must be notified to cvalWllcif the
proposed change y,-oukfaJtcr the:potential impacts on the environment. i
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